Challenging the fundamental principles on which intellectual property law in the United States rests upon, calling out the assumptions, and begging for a deeper, conscious effort to understand how the current intellectual property framework works (or doesn't)
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The Eureka Myth was organized into six chapters.
2 Each chapter discussed a broader theme that Silbey identified as overlapping across the several interviews.
3
Within each chapter, sub-topics were explored in greater detail. Blocks of concise, modified text permeated the work, offering direct quotes taken from interview transcripts.
These substantive snippets of raw, qualitative data were sandwiched in between Silbey's own words and analysis, used as support in identifying overlapping themes and constructing meaningful questions and conclusions on law and IP policy.
Appendix A of The Eureka Myth discussed the "Research Methods and Data Analysis" wielded and was attached in order to clarify the means by which the interviews were arranged and organized, evaluated, and analyzed as briefly explained in the work's Introduction. 4 Silbey asserted, with conviction, that the research approach employed was a qualitative empirical method, and it was chosen in consideration of the lack of "qualitative studies of the experiences of creators and innovators."
5
Chapter 1, "Inspired Beginnings," evaluated the interviewees' responses to questions pertaining to initial intrinsic and extrinsic motivations to create or innovate, the "spark" or eureka moment, and thoughts on creation and innovation as built off of the work preceding it. 6 What Silbey discovered, contrary to her expectations (and one of the more profound assumptions of IP law), was that interviewees expressed diverse sentiments with respect to the early beginnings of their craft, opposed to "the monolithic language of monetary incentives." 7 The idea or concept of eureka as we know it, Silbey suggested, was discredited by the creators and innovators use of language of "accidents, randomness, and happenstance" alongside language implying certain degrees of control or material conditions and factors. 8 It was noted, however, that whether or not an individual experiences the "aha" moment, it is equally important that the individual: 1) recognizes the value of the moment; and 2) acts on the moment by "taking advantage of the opportunities presented to them." 9 Silbey, through the interviewees' responses, identified two primary stimuli, whether intrinsic or extrinsic, that create an environment which may foster creation or innovation: problem-solving scenarios (e.g., a painter goes on an international trip but forgets to bring her paint, so she learns to create sculptures using materials found on a beach) and "freedom to play" (e.g., a Manhattan lawyer who became a well-known visual the emotional connection to their work or creations through offspring metaphors (e.g., "people compare works of art, innovation, and even goods or bespoke services to their 'baby'").
18
Explaining that intellectual property law is a legal construct, a bi-product of creative or innovative work, Chapter 5 discussed the role of lawyers and businesspeople in IP practice. Primarily, Silbey concludes that IP is "harvested" by these industry players by: 1) disrupting work; 2) instructing the law; and 3) justifying their intervention "by appealing to economic interests, among others." 19 Appropriately so, Silbey concluded at the end of this chapter that prospective IP reform should be constructed for flexibility in order to adapt to the varying communities which use or rely on IP law and IP rights. 20 Rather than focusing on economic incentive theory, Silbey suggested that law reform should take into consideration "the primary and precious interests of individual creators and innovators and their communities" of which financial incentives represents "only small slices of industry behavior."
21
The final substantive chapter of the text, Chapter 6, covered distribution of intellectual property; or, in essence, "how disseminating work is inextricably entwined with IP's public function, which explicitly speaks to the constitutional goals of 'progress' for copyright and patent law. 
